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" admitted by him that to make the charge on all the
"judges collectively is a libel.

<( To support this position several minutes are produced.
" This is said to be his (Mr. Francis's) defence against the
" charge, as it affects the Council collectively/'

After specifying the minutes, and distinguishing those
which preceded the execution of Nuncomar, Impey says,
" The other minutes are directed against the whole
" Court, against the judges collectively. Not one of them
" discriminates the conduct of Sir Elijah Irnpey from
" that of the other judges by the most distant allusion.
tc Not one of them has the least tendency to exculpate
"any of the judges. These, therefore, by the admission
" of Mr. Francis himself, are libels. The writing of these
" minutes is absolutely irreconcilable with the idea of
" condemning Nuncomar's petition as a libel, because it
"included all the judges, for the minutes themselves
"equally include them all; these must be libels if that
" was, and they ought to be treated (to use Mr. Francis's
" own words) ' as a libel against a whole court of justice
" * ought to be treated/ It does not appear to be true
*' from anything that has been said or published, that
" Mr. Francis ever did charge Sir Elijah Impey singly.
u It at present, therefore, carries every suspicion of being
" what it is denied to be, ' a new distinction, an after-
" 'thought, an ex post facto vindication/

"Can Mr. Francis say that before this paper was pro-
" ducecl at the Bar of the House of Commons he had ever
:" revealed the contents of it to his most confidential
"friends? Can he say that he ever before made this
" defence ? The manner in which the attention of the
" public has been called to this subject makes it highly
" incumbent on him to produce one minutef one declaration